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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-13, 15, 18, 20-24, 26-31 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Landmann (5,438,781). 

Landmann discloses a device for providing guidance to a person, the device comprising a 
plurality of tactile features; wherein the tactile features are provided in a first form 30' to identify 
a passage location through which the person should proceed, and at least one second form 31 to 
indicate a direction to be followed subsequent to proceeding through the passage. 

Regarding claim 3, see Fig. 2. The engraved room outlines have rounded outer surfaces at 
the corners. 

Regarding claim 7, the arrow 31 is substantially wedge-shaped, and is formed by a first 
face of the arrow (either of the two faces that come together to form the point of the arrow) being 
longer than a second face (either of the short faces that are perpendicular to the tail of the arrow). 

Regarding claim 8, a person discerning the arrow 31 tactilely could do so by following 
the first face toward its interface with the second face. In any case, this claim is directed toward a 
method of use, and the method of using the device is not germane to the issue of patentability of 
the device itself. Therefore, this limitation does not distinguish over the prior art. 
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Regarding claim 11, the tactile features are machined into the surface 34, and the surface 
34 is mounted to a vertical support surface by mounting holes 36. This arrangement prevents 
rotational movement of the tactile features. 

Regarding claims 13 and 21, the fact that the tactile features project forward from the 
background constitutes a means for distinguishing them from the adjacent surface. 

Regarding claims 23 and 30, the background is indented into the surface, thus providing a 
means for distinguishing the tactile means from the adjacent surface. 

Regarding claims 24 and 31, hole 36 constitutes means for distinguishing the tactile 
features from the adjacent surface. 

Regarding claim 27, sheet 12 can be considered a backing plate. 

3. Claims 16 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Leeb 
(5,309,863). 

Leeb discloses a tactile guidance device 20 to provide guidance to a person, the device 
having at least one tactile feature 34 for tactile interrogation when in contact with a sensory part 
of the person, and the at least one tactile feature is provided in a first form to identify a doorway 
or passage location 10 through which the person should proceed and wherein the device is 
attached to a door 10 which is positioned at the passage through which the person is indicated to 
proceed by the first form of tactile features. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Landmann 
(5,438,781) in view of Suen (2002/0108283). 

Landmann discloses the invention substantially as claimed, as set forth above. However, 
Landmann does not disclose a means for illuminating the device. Suen teaches that it was known 
in the art to provide a photo luminescent sheet to illuminate an emergency evacuation route map. 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the emergency evacuation route map disclosed by Landmann with an 
illumination means, as taught by Suen, in order to enable the map to be seen in the dark. 

6. Claims 14, 16, 17, 25 and 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Landmann (5,438,781) in view of "Chaweng Regent Beach Resort". 

Landmann discloses the invention substantially as claimed, as set forth above. However, 
the device is attached adjacent the door, not on it. "Chaweng Regent Beach Resort" teaches that 
it was known in the art to mount an emergency evacuation route map to the door of a room. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to mount the emergency evacuation route map disclosed by Landmann to the door, as 
taught by "Chaweng Regent Beach Resort," as a matter of choice in design. 

7. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Landmann 
(5,438,781) in view of Schriever (4,385,586). 

Landmann discloses the invention substantially as claimed, as set forth above. However, 
Landmann does not disclose a tactile marker indicating the distance to proceed. Schriever 
teaches that it was known in the art to provide a marker having tactile information signifying the 
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distance to proceed. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to provide the tactile marker disclosed by Landmann with a tactile 
indication signifying the distance to proceed, as taught by Schriever, in order to convey that 
information to the user. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gary C. Hoge whose telephone number is (571) 272-6645. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 5-4-9. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lesley Morris can be reached on (571) 272-665 1 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Gary C. Hoge/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 361 1 



